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types of analyses, the Commission has consistently allowed
computers and computing devices that have been tested in a
“typical configuration” to be integrated into various system
combinations without further testing.?’f

The proposal to extend this analysis down to the
component level simply recognizes the reality of the personal
computer marketplace; computers are now being broken down into
their piece parts for sale and assembly on a customized basis.

Either the Commission must demand system testing at the retail

integrator level -- a condition currently existing and virtually
unenforceable -- or it must provide for testing at the component
22 (...continued)

element it other similarly tested elements, including
elements produced and tested by different manufacturers,
without retesting of the system.” (at 10-17 to 10-18).

26 In Bulletin OST 52, “Interpretations of the FCC Rules for
Computing Devices,” (June, 1981), for example, the FCC
recognized (at page 8) that “since many peripherals
are sold separately, it is unrealistic to expect the user,
or the manufacturer of the computer to insure compliance of
the computers with such separately sold peripherals. In
order to obtain some control on the emissions form the
system, we are requiring the peripheral manufacturer to
measure his peripheral when attached to at least one
computer.” (emphasis added) And three years later, in
updating its public bulletin on computing devices, and
issuing OST Bulletin No. 62 (May, 1984) “Understanding the
FCC Regulations Concerning Computing Devices”, the
Commission expressly recognized (at page 6) the role of the
systems integrator “as any party who assembles computer
systems comprised of computers and peripherals purchased
from other companies. If each part of the system has been
previously verified or certificated, further testing is not
required.”
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level and accept untested integration of components by retailers.
At least the latter approach will bring under the regulatory
scheme an entire host of products that currently goes
unregulated. While hardly a perfect solution, ITI continues to
believe it is the best solution to the problem.

Moreover, ITI's proposed labelling scheme for Modular
Computers -- which requires a separate notice on such products
and thus creates a marketplace distinction for those retailer-
integrated products that have not been tested as a whole device
-- will introduce into the marketplace a new identity for these
point-of-sale assembled devices that currently are unrecognized
by consumers as having any different interference potential. 1If
this new, unique labelling scheme is accompanied by an aggressive
consumer education campaign and aggressive enforcement at the
manufacturing and retail sales levels, the marketplace can, and
will, become the strongest of regulators in favor of devices that
have been shown, at one level or another, to meet FCC emissions
limits.

Such a step can also assist in leveling the playing
field among computers manufactured and tested as an integrated
product and marketed at retail as such, and those devices
manufactured and marketed from components, without any testing of
the finished product at any level. By imposing a responsibility
for designing and testing components to meet FCC emission limits,

the burdens associated with such compliance should naturally flow



23
to the end personal computer device, whether it is one integrated
by a manufacturer or by a retail integrator.

A plethora of computing devices are sold in the
marketplace today -- many of which are assembled from components
that have not been tested under any conditions, typical or
otherwise -- without any cognizable incidents of interference.
Improving the possibility of compliance by imposing requirements
at the component level can only be a positive step for the
industry.

D. Conclusion

The Commission has an extremely important opportunity
to positively impact the computer industry by matching regulatory
requirements to public interest objectives. For more than
fifteen years, the Commission has utilized a prior approval
process for personal computers, and the industry has borne the
burdens associated with such process. The record of industry
compliance and the absence of interference problems clearly
warrants a relaxation of those requirements in favor of a self-
certification process.

Adoption of the Declaration of Conformity approach
discussed in ITI’'s initial comments, as expanded in response to
the positive and constructive suggestions of others, will
substantially benefit American consumers in the form of increased
creativity and productivity from the computer industry. And such

benefits should be obtained without any increase in the
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potential for interference from computer products. ITI therefore
urges expeditious adoption of the new regulations as outlined in

the NPRM and ITI’s responses thereto.

Respectfully submitted,

ON TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRY COUNCIL

Lawrefice J. Movshin
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~ Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 783-4141

Its Attorneys
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American Association for Laboratory Accreditation (A2LA)

American Radio Relay League Incorporated (ARRL)
Apple Computer, Inc. (Apple)

Association of Federal Communications Consulting Engineers

(AFCCE)
The Association of Independent Scientific Engineering and
Testing Firms (ACIL)

The Association for Maximum Service Television, Inc. (MSTV)

AT & T Corp. (AT&T)
Carl T. Jones Corporation

Coalition of Concerned of Independent Testing Laboratories

{(CCITL)

Communication Certification Laboratory (CCL)

Compaq Computer Corporation (Compaq)

Compliance Consulting Services (CCS)

Computing Technology Industry Association (CompTIA)
Consumer Electronics Group of the Electronic Industries
Association (EIA/CEG)

Elite Electronic Engineering Company (Elite)
Gateway 2000, Inc. (Gateway)

Hewlett-Packard Company (HP)

Information Technology Association of Canada (ITAC)
Information Technology Industry Council (ITI)

Intel Corporation (Intel)

International Business Machines Corporation (IBM)
Motorola, Inc. (Motorola)

NEC Technologies, Inc. (NECTECH)

PCTEST Engineering Laboratory, Inc. (PCTEST Lab)
Retlif Testing Laboratories (Retlif)
Scientific-Atlanta, Inc. (Scientific-Atlanta)
Silicon Graphics, Inc. (SGI)

Richard Smith

Spirit Technologies, Inc. (Spirit)

Sony Electronics, Inc. (Sony)

Sun Microsystems, Inc. {(Sun)

Texas Instruments Incorporated (Texas Instruments)
The Unisys Corporation (Unisys)

United States Department of Commerce, Office of European
Union and Regional Affairs (Commerce)

Washington Laboratories, Ltd. (Washington Labs)



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, M. Jeanette Couch, a secretary in the law firm of Wilkinson, Barker, Knauer &
Quinn, hereby certify that I have, this Sth day of July, 1995, served a copy of the foregoing
“Reply Comments,” by First-Class United States Mail, postage pre-paid to the following:

John W. Locke, President

American Association for Laboratory
Accreditation

656 Quince Orchard Road #620

Gaithersburg, MD 20878-1409

Christopher D. Imlay
Booth, Freret & Imlay
Suite 204

1233 20th Street, N'W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mario H. Gomez

Apple Computer Inc.

1 Infinite Loop MS 26A
Cupertino, CA 95014

John F.X. Browne, President

Federal Communications Consulting Engi-
neers

P.O. Box 19333

20th Street Station

Washington, D.C. 20036-0333

Walter A. Poggi

ACIL

Suite 400

1629 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Johnathan D. Blake

Ronald J. Krotoszynski, Jr.
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

Mark C. Rosenblum
Kathleen F. Carroll
Ermest A. Gleit

Room 3252F3

295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

Carl T. Jones, Jr., P.E., President
Carl T. Jones Corporation

7901 Yarnwood Court
Springfield, VA 22153-2899

Wendy E. Fuster

Coalition of Concerned Independent
Testing Laboratories

Suite 312

702 Russell Avenue

Gaithersburg, MD 20877

Joseph W. Jackson

Communication Certification Laboratory
1940 West Alexander Street

Salt Lake City, UT 84119-2039

David E. Hilliard

Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.-W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Scott Wang, President

Compliance Engineering Services, Inc.
1366 Bordeaux Drive

Sunnyvale, CA 94089



Andrew W. Dod

Computing Technology Industry
Association

Suite 230

450 East 22nd Street

Lombard, IL 60148-6158

Joseph P. Markoski

Jeffrey A. Campbell

Squire, Sanders & Dempsey
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.'W.
P.O. Box 407

Washington, D.C. 20044

Matthew J. McCoy

George A. Hanover

Consumer Electronics Group
Electronic Industries Association

2500 Wilson Boulevard

Arlington, VA 22201

James C. Klouda

Elite Electronic Engineering Company
1516 Centre Circle

Downers Grove, IL 60515

Thomas J. Keller

Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard, McPherson
and Hand, Chartered

Suite 700

901 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005

Murrell Waldron

Gateway 2000, Inc.

601 Gateway Drive

North Sioux City, SD 57049

Peter Broadmore

Information Technology Association
of Canada

Suite 402

2800 Skymark Avenue

Mississauga, Ontario L4W SA6

Ghery S. Pettit, NCE

Intel Corporation

HF1-53

5200 N.E. Elam Young Parkway
Hillsboro, OR 97124

William R. Richardson, Jr.
Wilmer Cutler & Pickering
2445 M Street, N.'W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Alfred M. Mamlet

Steptoe & Johnson

1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036-1794

Keith A. Barritt

Fish & Richardson P.C.

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Randy Ortanez, President

PCTEST Engineering Laboratory, Inc.
6660-B Dobbin Road

Columbia, MD 21045

Walter A. Poggi

Retlif Testing Laboratories
795 Marconi Avenue
Tonkonkoma, NY 11779

Bruce Reynolds
1400 Longmeadow Drive
Gilroy, CA 95020

William P. Loughrey
Scientific-Atlanta, Inc.

One Technology Parkway South
Norcross, GA 30092-2967

David M. Hanttula

Silicon Graphics, Inc.
P.O.Box 7311, MS 946
Mountain View, CA 94039



Richard Smith
1417 Morningside Drive
Silver Spring, MD 20904

Randall B. Lowe

Joseph V. Gote

Piper & Marbury, L.L.P.
1200 19th Street, N.'W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Craig J. Blakley

Lauren H. Kravetz

Powell, Goldstein, Frazer & Murphy
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Kurt E. DeSoto

Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.'W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Charles M. Ludolph

United States Department of Commerce
International Trade Administration
Washington, D.C. 20230

Michael F. Violette

Ray Hammonds

Washington Laboratories, Ltd.
7560 Lindbergh Drive
Gaithersburg, MD 20879

M. Jeafietie Couch




